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VISION STUDIO

COMMUNITY CORE

NEIGHBORHOODS

GREENBELT
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VISION: COMMUNITY CORE
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COYOTE VALLEY SPECIFIC PLAN

UNFILTERED IDEAS
i MAY 15

IDEAS, STRATEGIES AND APPROACHES

COMMUNITY & TASK FORCE INPUT|

JUNE 12

* FUNCTION ® JOY & LIVEABILITY

COMMUNITY WORKSHOP STUDIOS

TECHNICAL FEASIBILITY

EXPECTED OUTCOMES
|

REGULATORY FEASIBILITY

COUNCIL VISION AND ]

ECOLOGICAL SUSTAINABILITY

COST vs VALUE

HOW DOES IT START « HOW DOES IT GROW

RISK « DEPENDENCE ON WHAT CAN'T BE CONTROLLED

SOCIAL EQUITY

CONTRIBUTION TO SAN JOSE AND REGION

ALTERNATIVE URBAN
DESIGN SCHEMES
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